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necessary, and political and constitutional reconstruction; and
to postpone the second task believing that the process of accom-
plishing the first would induce no bias for or against the exist-
ing form of government, was itself an impossible bargain. That
Thiers realized this is shown by his advice to the Republicans
that they had a great vested interest in making his own regime
a success.1
In the first place, greater definition was found necessary to
enable the Government to carry on. At the end of August 1871,
the so-called 'Rivet Law' was passed, conferring on Thiers the
new title 'President of the French Republic', and defining both
his powers and the method of exercising them. The long pre-
amble suggests the qualms of conscience with which the Assem-
bly assumed a more durable Republic, and it begins with
assertion ofeconstituent power' for the National Assembly. The
step is presented as compatible with the 'BordeauxPact'. Con-
sidering that a new title, a more precise appellation, without
changing anything fundamental, may have the effect of mak-
ing clearer the intention of the Assembly to continue frankly
Fessai loyal begun at Bordeaux. . . .' The second Article of the
Rivet Law lays down that the President of the Republic shall
promulgate laws as soon as they are passed on to him by the
President of the Assembly; that he shall ensure and supervise
their execution; that he shall stay near the Assembly and be
heard by it whenever he wishes; that he appoints and dis-
misses ministers. It also stipulates an arrangement which re-
mained operative into the Third Republic—that both Council
1 For Thiers's attitude, see his Notes et Souvenirs, 1870-3 (1903),
pp. 131-410; and his letters, edited by G. Bouniols: Thiers au Pouvoir,
1871-3 (1921)5 especially pp. 62-86. On 16 May 1871 he writes: 'Dans
ma conviction, il n'y a de possible actuellement que la Republique.
Hors de la on aura une affreuse guerre civile.' This seems to have
been a constant factor in Thiers's belief in the Republic—its capacity
as a salve of social friction and a safeguard against social disorder:
hence his ferocious attack on the Commune. For the Treaty of Frank-
fort, see Sir A. Oakes and R. B. Mowat: The Great European Treaties of
the Nineteenth Century (1918), pp. 274-88; and G. Hanotaux: Histoire de
la France Contemporaine, Vol. I, Chapter V.

